
Attachment A - TIP and LRTP Page

State Route 126 – Final Environmental Impact Statement 

ATTACHMENT A – KINGSPORT METROPOLITAN 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION (KMTPO):

2014-2017 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(TIP) PAGE  

AND 

2035 (KMTPO) LONG-RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
(LRTP) PAGE

2014-2017 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
ADJUSTMENT PAGE





2014-2017 KMTPO TIP 



2014-2017 KMTPO TIP 



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

 FY 2014 THRU FY 2017 

OLD PAGE

COUNTY:

ROUTE:

TERMINI :

LENGTH IN MILES

SULLIVAN

FROM EAST CENTER STREET IN KINGSPORT TO EAST OF COOKS VALLEY ROAD

4.1

SR-126

1482020STIP # LEAD AGENCY TDOT

TOTAL PROJECT COST $40,000,000

TDOT PIN 105467.01

REMARKS

FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS  STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN THE SECTION FROM CENTER STREET TO HAWTHORNE STREET TO 4 LANES(GRAS MEDIAN).WIDEN FRON HAWTHORNE STREET TO 
HARBOR CHAPEL ROAD FROM 2 TO 5 LANES(CENTER TURNING). WIDEN THE SECTION FROM HARBOR CHAPEL TO OLD STAGE ROAD FROM 3 OT 4 
LANES( GRASS OR PAVED 

TIP NO: TN-5

STP 800,000 200,0002014 PE-D 1,000,000

STP 4,800,000 1,200,0002016 ROW 6,000,000

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 1 of 1



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

 FY 2014 THRU FY 2017 

ADJUSTED PAGE

Adjustment Number: 162

COUNTY:

ROUTE:

TERMINI :

LENGTH IN MILES

SULLIVAN

FROM EAST CENTER STREET IN KINGSPORT TO EAST OF COOKS VALLEY ROAD

4.1

SR-126

1482020STIP # LEAD AGENCY TDOT

TOTAL PROJECT COST $40,000,000

TDOT PIN 105467.01

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN  VARIOUS SECTIONS FROM 2 TO 3 LANES, 2 TO 4 LANES, 2 TO 5 LANES, INCLUDING TURN LANES, TRUCK CLIMBING LANES AND MEDIANS

REMARKS

FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS  STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS  

TIP NO: TN-5

STP 800,000 200,0002014 PE-D 1,000,000

STP 4,800,000 1,200,0002016 ROW 6,000,000

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 1 of 1
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ATTACHMENT C – CONCEPTUAL STAGE RELOCATION 
PLAN 



 



 
STATE OF TENNESSEE 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
RIGHT OF WAY DIVISION 

 SUITE 600, JAMES K. POLK BUILDING 
505 DEADERICK STREET 

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37243-1402 
(615) 741-3196 

 
JOHN C. SCHROER                                                                                                      BILL HASLAM 

                      COMMISSIONER                                                                                                                                                                                                        GOVERNOR 

 
 
 

August 22, 2012 
 
 
 
JonnaLeigh Stack 
TDOT Transportation Coordinator, NEPA Manager 
Suite 900, James K. Polk Building 
505 Deaderick Street 
Nashville, TN. 37243 
 
Re:  Modified Alternate “B”  
   County:       Sullivan 
   Route:       SR-126 
   NEPA Project Number:  82085-0233-04  
   Federal Project Number: STP-126(10) 
   PIN Number:      105467.00 
 
Dear Ms. Stack: 
 
In order to reduce impacts and the anticipated number of residential relocations that would result 
from construction of Alternate “B” for the above project, a 2.7± mile segment of the preliminary 
plans was modified.   
 
As scaled from the conceptual plans supplied by the Nashville office of Florence & Hutcheson, 
Inc., the studied segment begins roughly 500 feet southwest of the intersection of SR-126 and 
Glenwood Street and ends approximately 60 feet east of the intersection of SR-126 and Cook’s 
Valley Road. A map showing the location of the modified segment is attached to this letter.  
 
A set of the conceptual plans for the modified segment marked to indicate the anticipated 
relocations is also included with this letter.  
 
Results are summarized in the chart shown on the next page. 
 
 



DISPLACEMENTS: 
 

RELOCATIONS 
Original 

Alternate B 
(Total Before) 

Net Reduction 
of Relocations 
in Study Area 

Alternate B 
Incorporating 

the Modification 
(Total After) 

SINGLE FAMILY RES. 90 9 81 
MULTI-FAMILY UNITS 69 47 22 
MOBILE HOMES 3 2 1 
BUSINESSES 30 6 24 
NON-PROFIT 1 0 1 

 
 
DISPLACEMENT EFFECTS AND ANALYSIS  
 
Single Family Units  
 
 Alternate B: Construction of this option is expected to result in the displacement 

of 90 (ninety) single family residences.  
 
 Modified Alternate B:  After incorporating the reduction in relocations resulting 

from the modified segment, construction is expected to result in the displacement 
of 81 (eighty one) single family residences, 9 (nine) fewer than originally 
estimated.  

 
Multi-Family Units   
 
 Alternate B: Construction of this option is expected to displace 69 (sixty nine) 

multi-family units.   
 
 Modified Alternate B: After incorporating the reduction in relocations resulting 

from the modified segment, construction is expected to result in the displacement 
of 22 (twenty two) multi-family units, 47 (forty seven) units fewer than originally 
estimated.  

 
Mobile Homes   
 
 Alternate B: Construction of this option is expected to displace 3 (three) mobile 

homes.   
 
 Modified Alternate B:  After incorporating the reduction in relocations resulting 

from the modified segment, construction is expected to result in the displacement 
of 1 (one) mobile home, 2 (two) fewer than originally estimated.  

 
 
 





LOCATION MAP 
(For Illustration Only) 
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ATTACHMENT D – SECTION 7 COORDINATION 
(CORRESPONDENCE)  



 







United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

446 Neal Street 
Cookeville, TN 38501 

October 24, 2013 

Ms. JonnaLeigh Stack 
Tennessee Department of Transportation 
Environmental Planning and Permits Division 
Suite 900, James K. Polk Building 
505 Deaderick Street 
Nashville, Tennessee 37243-0334 

Subject: 	FWS# 13-CPA-0793. Concurrence Point 4. Proposed construction to State Route 
126 (Memorial Boulevard), Sullivan County, Tennessee. 

Dear Ms. Stack: 

The Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), has initiated National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
documentation and analysis for the proposed construction to approximately 8.4 miles of State 
Route 126 between East Center Street and Interstate 81 (1-81) in Sullivan County, Tennessee. 
The purpose of this project is to improve the existing two-lane roadway, reduce the crash rates, 
and enhance travel and emergency response times from East Center Street in Kingsport to 1-81. 
TDOT, the City of Kingsport, and local citizens conducted a Context Sensitive Solutions process 
which documents the majority decisions made by a Community Resource Team regarding design 
elements, roadway cross sections, and components of the project's purpose and need. 

Concurrence Point 4 considered four alternatives under the NEPA process, the No-Build 
Alternative and three Build Alternatives. The No-Build Alternative would not provide for 
improvements to the existing roadway aside from standard maintenance activities. TDOT has 
concluded that the No-Build Alternative does not meet the purpose and need as documented in 
the approved Environmental Impact Statement. Alternative B Modified was selected as the 
preferred alternative. 

According to Table 7.0-2, stream impacts would include alterations to 3,107 linear feet of 
perennial and intermittent streams. TDOT has committed to constructing the crossings 
perpendicular to the streams during low flow times to minimize impacts. We additionally 
recommend that the crossings be constructed with bottomless culverts or a span bridge design to 
minimize any long-term alterations to stream functions (e.g., fish and other aquatic species 
passage, sediment transport, movement of woody debris, etc.). 



Bat surveys were conducted along the proposed corridor in the summer of 2011 to establish 
whether the area is being utilized as roosting habitat by the Indiana bat Due to negative survey 
results for this species, we concurred with TDOT's determination of "not likely to adversely 
affect" in a letter dated November 9, 2011 Unless new information otherwise indicates Indiana 
bat use of the area, this survey will be valid until April 1, 2014 Although it is likely that this 
project would have an insignificant effect on the Indiana bat, we would appreciate consideration 
given to the removal of trees with a DBH (diameter at breast height) of five inches or greater 
from October 15 through March 31 to further minimize potential for harm to the Indiana bat 

The capture of two gray bats during survey efforts indicates that this species utilizes the area 
streams as travel/feeding corridors Our database indicates that the nearest gray bat cave is 
Morrell Cave, approximately 10 miles east of the project We are unaware of any caves that 
would be impacted by the project and are concerned mainly for water quality along 
travel/feeding corridors. Best management practices, to include stringent erosion and sediment 
control measures, should be implemented throughout the project to minimize potential for harm 
to the gray bat. 

Based on the best information available at this time, we believe that the requirements of section 7 
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, are fulfilled for all species that currently 
receive protection under the Act Obligations under section 7 of the Act must be reconsidered if 
(1) new information reveals impacts of the proposed action that may affect listed species or 
critical habitat in a manner not previously considered, (2) the proposed action is subsequently 
modified to include activities which were not considered during this consultation, or (3) new 
species are listed or critical habitat designated that might be affected by the proposed action. 
The signed TESA concurrence points 1 and 2 package for this project is attached. 

We believe that the provisions of TESA Concurrence Point 4 have been satisfied, and we concur 
with the Preferred Alternative and Preliminary Mitigation Package The signed TESA 
Concurrence Point 4 for this project is attached 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this process. If you have any questions regarding 
our comments, please contact John Griffith of my staff at 931/525-4995 or by email at 
john_grfJIthfws go v.  

Sincerely, 

Mary E. Jennings 
Field Supervisor 

Enclosure 



The State of Tennessee 
 

IS AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY, EQUAL ACCESS, AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

October 9, 2013 

 

JonnaLeigh Stack 

Transportation Coordinator, NEPA Project Manager 

TDOT Environmental Division 

James K. Polk Building, Suite 900, 

505 Deaderick Street 

Nashville, TN   37243-0334 

 

Re: Concurrence Point 4 – Preferred Alternative and Preliminary Mitigation Package – State 

Route 126 (Memorial Boulevard) Improvement Project from East Center Street to I-81, 

Sullivan County, Tennessee, PIN 105467.00 

  

 

Dear Ms. Stack: 

 

The Tennessee Wildlife Resource Agency has reviewed the Tennessee Department of 

Transportation (TDOT) Concurrence Point 4 documents for the State Route 126 (Memorial 

Boulevard) Improvement Project from East Center Street to I-81 in Sullivan County and concurs 

on Concurrence Point 4 and supports Alternative B Modified as the Preferred Alternative. We 

have completed the Concurrence Point 4 Form as requested and it is attached. 

 

The Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency provides the following comments regarding 

“Preferred Alternative and Preliminary Mitigation Package” for the proposed State Route 126 

(Memorial Boulevard) Improvement Project. In our comments on Concurrence Point 3 for this 

proposed project that are included in Appendix C of the Concurrence Point 4 “Preferred 

Alternative and Preliminary Mitigation Package” it states: “Comment: On page 121 in Chapter 

3, the title of TABLE 3.5.2: entitled “ANIMALS IDENTIFIED WITHIN SULLIVAN COUNTY 

BY TWRA (1 OF 2)” should be reworded to read “ANIMALS IDENTIFIED WITHIN 

SULLIVAN COUNTY BY TWRA AND TDEC (1 OF 2)”, since this information was provided 

to TDOT by TDEC and since TWRA does not have regulatory authority of the Stonefly 

(Allocapnia brooksi), the Cherokee Clubtail Dragonfly (Gomphus consanguis), the Cave Spider 

(Nesticus paynei), and the Diana Fritillary (Speyeria Diana). We also request that the state status 

of “Wildlife-In-Need-Of-Management” be included in the table for the following species” 

Tangerine Darter (Percina aurantiaca), Blotchside Logperch (Percina burtoni), Bald Eagle 

(Haliaeetus leucocephalus) Swainson’s Warbler (Limnothlypis swainsonii), Common Barn Owl 

(Tyto alba), Hairy-tailed Mole (Parascalops breweri), Smoky Shrew (Sorex fumeus) and the 

Meadow Jumping Mouse (Zapus hudsonius). The Sharphead Darter (Etheostoma acuticeps), the 

Tennessee Dace (Phoxinus tennesseensis), and the Least Weasel (Mustela nivalis) have no 

Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency state status. The state status for the Longhead Darter 

(Percina macrocephala) is threatened. Response: The suggested changes will be made.”  

TENNESSEE WILDLIFE RESOURCES AGENCY 
 

ELLINGTON AGRICULTURAL CENTER  
P.  O.  BOX 40747  

NASHVILLE,  TENNESSEE  37204  



Nowhere in this document do we see that our comments have been incorporated into the 

Concurrence Point 4 document. The only mention of listed species in the Concurrence Point 4 

document is in regard to the federally listed Indiana Bat (Myotis sodalist). 

Sincerely, 

Robert M. Todd 

Fish and Wildlife Environmentalist 

cc: Vincent Pontello, Wildlife Biologist/East TN TDOT Liaison 

Rob Lindbom, Region IV Habitat Biologist 

John Gregory, Region IV Manager 

John Griffith, USFWS 

Ben Brown, TDEC 

Jamie Higgins, EPA 

Larry Long, EPA 

Amy Robinson, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Nashville District 

Leigh Ann Tribble, Federal Highway Administration 







1

Farmer, John

From: Keven Brown <Keven.Brown@tn.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Farmer, John
Subject: RE: SR-126 (Memorial Boulevard) Final Environmental Impact Statement; Kingsport, Sullivan 

County, TN

John, 

The statement for the bats will do for documentation at this time.  No additional FWS letter is needed for the NLEB.  It’s 

not a listed species yet.   Work on the EBR has not begun at this time and I’m not sure when that will start.  We’ll try to 

work it in as our schedule allows. 

Keven A. Brown 

Ecology Section 

TDOT, Region 1 

865-594-2437 

Keven.Brown@tn.gov 
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